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i if f ' r^turuedjJroi'. ohogpir . -41 h, • r cd . tha: « arc .pin’ to 

,r?+. k n at f n ^ ld liveBr novie short 1;.-. So, not point in pic kin - up the 

Hniin^% aba d 0 i® d T la * e 3addle 0£ ' a scite.sce. especially because at some ooint 

re oonriPH^ti.n+^/^V*^ 1 ^ in * There arc 3Cveral things to which I should have 
responded that, in haste to return to ’writing, T Hidn 1 1 , 

,„„+ 0U, ° r i ~. y ? U ? uated him, nick, are correct in your ap raisal of If.fH . Lorre 
part3 were original ly written as nagauinc articles at the request of the Uaoh. 
corre pondent of Paris atch, who did ask at the reouest of a French a<rent friend 

lt -' ith h‘ e 9* Again, take it in context. That was complied 

before Lane s book was out, nostl written before Epstein's wa 3 . It repre ents the 
Ixst plumbipg of the archives. Dut I think the pivotal cuestion is suppose the 

Sh thlt? It^not^ 1 th + hooks seens like strung-together pieces, what i.. ,rrong 
that? _t is not presented a 3 the new ohakespeare. The reaction to it reriains 
A 00 *- 1 ; ls 1 stil " selli ^ and people still writer nice comments acoStit. 

, . ‘ ; T' 3 >,} r £°ly> restricted to one subject because that is a comprehensible 

he°ti t°T llS . lrB ® 3ti ? a * ion and TO3 » ^r the first tine, a real focus on Banldn. From 
'Jf 1 Vfrotc J n ® uction t0 the day I got the first Ijj sewed copies off 

die bindery was 28 days. End look at that index i If did add, materially, to e at 

lhn. a T lab ^ e * f did brin t' significant new things to light. You don'/need three 
rhD s to understand it. Nobody has c-ver undertaken to make any response or refutation 
or to ask icr "new evidence" after it. Measure succes as you wi Ilf it is a viable * 

ZToS * t0 kno,;ledse * And b3th * *- *• 
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single paragraph, or I can ream the stuff out. I have made the choice and t third- 
b,th for m .nr! for », it is th. only o oioo. Ttae olonc Si toll?’ 

Now the. e is no doubt the writing can be i -proved, by my takin more tine with 
composing and editing and more, we e it available , by others going ove- it. But I 
think you should now get a little introspective about your own reaction and see if 
ft is not brdause, for the most pert, you seek to impose your own tastes o! ho I 
write. Ay is unequivocally polemical iting. I make no apolo<4es for it and believe 
none nece. ary. I will not take the take to simplify the syntax for tho^ rhn * -m 
not read unless .they can skim. This is not ouch a subject^ftLL aLrf 
heip us none, x e pie have to stop and read vihat I write. Qenpite what y-u say a 
tr ly surprising number do. -‘obody reads this subject for kicks or fun.' 

iuemember ,‘lao a d the f lovers. And even weeds can be retty. Tt 2.3 in the eve 

and +^‘ f ut ab ? Ve an » rcneriter that i* is ®t like in shcola out of school ‘ 
and those ivory towers aren't irvor- any more. x » 

Ay own belief is that mass education is bavin,- the effect of imprint in.’ a 

single mass standard and taste in what is essentially an individual thin- "retting 
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On to u livieri 


